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933 * concening "the PP Hereticks, That tho* their Opi- 
nions were never ſo widely different both fromthe Truth and from each other, 


| - the Scripture all thoſe Paſſages ; which, according to the letter and ſound of 


ipture, and founded in it; and that all different Opinions were diſcounte- 
nanc'd by it, and might be confuted out of it: He obſerves alſo farther that 
the true Reaſon of this their e was, becauſe every one pick'd out of- 


the Words, ſeem'd to favour his particular Opinion, without regarding their 
coherence and connection, or the Occaſion and Defign of their being Written: 
Thus fromthaſe Pallages which ſpeak of CHRIST as a Man, and in his State 
of Humiliation, ſome were ſo unreaſonable as to collect, that be was but meer 
Man, and ſo deny d his Divinity, &c. Preface : to Dr. — three practical 


Eſſays, &c. page . 
8 ingdom divided 77 ziel 5 is brought 10 Deſolagian ; and 
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© every oue pretended that his particular Opinion was agreeable to the | 
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was obſery'd, by a * Divine f our 
Church, that tho Socinus denied the 
Divinity of our Bleſſed Saviour, yet he 
acted the Part of a Philoſopher, and was 
conſiſtent with 5 : But Dr. CI —k, 
| retends to the greateſt Exaſtneſt 
and Nicety in Philoſophy, and in every Enquiry of 
that nature, carries all Before him with a loud Evpnxe, * 
in Divinity comts far ſhort of that Character; for, his 
Scripture- Doctrine of the Trinity, and bis Boyle. 
Lectures, and hi Paraphraſes on the Evangeliſts, 
are contradittory and ſelf-inconſiſtent. In the laſt two, 
be aſſerts the Conſubſt antiality of the Son with the Fa- 
ther, in the firſt be denies it; in theſe he joyns with 
the Orthodox, in that he cloſts in with Arrius and 
Sabellius : For, + Qynis ante ſacrilegum Arrium, 
Trinitatis Unitatem'diſcindere, Quis ante ſcelera- 
tum Sabellium Unitatis Trinitatem confundere 
auſus eſt? Whether or no be did this to ſerve a Turn, 
and help a baniſh'd || Brother out at a dead lift 5 or, 
: | * AN Car- 
*Egit Philoſophum, hoc eſt, ſibi conſtat, fibi congruit, & 
qua mvis falſa, tameFcoherentia docet. Kobatham, Diſquiſir, 
Hpoth. Baxterian, + Vincentius Linnenſis. * Ti bib; A 
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i The PREFACE - 


Carneades lile, to ſhew his Faculty of confuting all” 


manner of poſitive Aſſertions, I dare not ſay; but this 


I affirm, That he who thus plays with the Divine Na- 

ture, may one day feel his Vengeance in good eariieſt. 
The Dottor ſeems, in his  Introduftion to his Script. 

Doctr. of the Trinity, p. 27, to decline the Name of 


2 Sabellian, Arrian, or Socinian ; but however he 


may diſlike thoſe Names, tis too plain he doth not 
diſlike the Doctrine belonging to them; for, who that 
was not eſpouſing the SOcinian Cauſe, would treat the 
Scriptures and the Liturgy at that abominalle rage as 
he has done? In the former he has rang d Texts again 
Texts (in order, as be ſays, to ſuem their trus meaning) 
in ſuch a manner, 4s that one would be ſooner apt to 
conclude they had no meaning at all, than be "able 
(frem him) ta tell what was their true-one : In the las- 

ter he has expounded amay all. thaſe places which.relate 

ro the unagyia, or Unity of Eſſence of the Father, Sum, 

and Holy Ghaſt In both he has, planted all his Forces 

azainſt that great Article of aur Faith, the ever-bleſſed 

Trinity, with. but little regard (T am A ſayit) 

either to Truth or Sincerity; 4s any. one of but. an ondi- 
nary Capacity, that has read his Book, may eaſily pen- 

ceiue : For ſame places that relate to the Son at Cad, he 
has con ſtrued mith reference to the Father; as * Jude 4. 
Tit. 2. 13. 2 Pet. 1. 1. 1 Joh, 5.20, &c. Others, 
that ſpeal him conſubſtantial with the Father, he has 
commented quite away; 4, Joh. 10. 30 Rom. 14. 
11, 12, fc. He. has tilted (as ak learned Author: 
ſays upon the ſame thing) Texts againſt Texts, which 
ſeem mutually. to deſtroy.each other. In one Chapter he 
brings you Paſſages, wherein he is ſtiled God; in apes 


ther, wherein ti; declar d that the World, was made by. 


him; in a third, wherein. the. higheſt Titles and Pers 
fections are aſcrib'd to him, &c. Afterwards he quotes 
> T1 ATTIC © — — —— — — 
* See Dr. Hammond. + The Reverend Mr. Hill, Arche, 
Deacon ol. | | 


= The PREFACE: ii 
yau-P » wherein th Sam is denlar d to be Subor dis. gd 
nate to the Father ;, which tho they relate to him as: 

Nan, or 4s God-Man, yet 6 nt eng reg 
forting: with thoſe that refer to bis Godhead ; And. 

' Indeed, in thoſe places mbich concern bys Godhead, be 

1 vary Cautious. and tender hem hs lets them prove too. 

mach, 2 the molliſying Comments 

ta ſeſten their Sence, and expunge their Diuimty; and 

5—. 75 E we wy oh keyg 

T” ne for the Readar te the learned Her Ha SE 

Milli Examen in locum. And leſt, after he bas 

ed the Sence af the Nam, there ſhould ftill re- 


vours to ſubvert the Sence of that alſo, by ſaying, p. 304, 
$ 33s. That the word. God in Scrigture never ſignifies a 
complex Nation: of. more Parſans than One, bus always, 
means One Perſon only, &c. Sure the Doftoy under- 
fands nat the Serigtures! If he doth, he act very. un- 
fairly, and. werytreacherouſly.;, far the mord God, im 
the uery finſt place mbere'we meet with it, Viz. Gen. 1. 1. 
"5. of 4 complex fe cation, as. me may learn from the 

W178 812, where the word Elohim, 
which we tranſlate God, is of the plural, Number, and 
Bara, created, of the ſingular ;. and yet, forſooth, this 
great Doctor poſitively affirms, that the word God. is 
neuer of a-complex_ſignifivation.) But, we muſt forgive 
him, for he is. reviving” the Artian Hereſie; and I 
wiſh, whilſh he it doing. af that, he doth not revive 
Atheiſm tas; for when. the Seriptures. are made ta 
contraditt themſelves, what muſt be the Event, but 
that their Authority, be ſirſti queſtian d, then di ſamm d, 
and au laſt the. Religions: Yoke quite caſt=offs Far be it 
from me to ſay, or think, that Dr. CI —k has ary De- 
ſign to promote Atheiſm or Deiſm; bus.thss I. ſay, the 
Steps he has talen to. ſnew_the Holy. Ghoſt inferioun 
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r the Son, and both to the Father, tend very mud 
| P26. of Introdu##. &c. the Doctor ſays, 1 
alone Philoſophical'Enquiries concerning the Me- 
| taphyſſcal Nature and Subſtance of each of the. © 
= * three Perſons in the ever-bleſſed Trinity, is more 
= | for the Peace of the Catholick Church, and the 
Simplicity of the Chriſtian Faith; and yer he affirms 
dogmatically,that the word iu a5 ſignifying [not one 
Subſtance, but ] one Eſſence ſtrictly and metaphyſically. 
| | taten, cannot be true : And afterwards, in the ſame 
=_ Page, he interprets the word due according to the 
| plainer and leſs metaphyſical ( met aphyſical tho) Ex- 
preſſions and Notions of Scripture, that the Son is the 
Image of the Inviſible God. Now, beſides that accord- 
in to himſelf} he has render'd this part of his Diſcourſe 
weedleſs, and diſturbing to the Quiet of the Church, he 
betrays either his Judgment or Integrity, in his tranſla- 
ing of the Greek word io 
I wiſb the Doctor would begin to conſider the Oath, © 
that he took when he was admitted to his Doctors De- 
rer at Cambridge, which he ſets down p. 14; where 
Ge ſwears from his Heart to receive the whole Sacred 
Canonical Scriptures, &c. to hold or reject all that the 
True, Holy, and Apoſtolical Church — holds or re- 
jets. Which how he has done, the whole World is a 
Fudge. | | 
To put 4 ſtop therefore to the Prejudices which may 
95 be ſuck'd in againſt the Trinity, and the Scriptures 
1 themſelves, from a Book indited by ſo great a Man as 
Dr. Cl—k is acknowledg'd to be, and to preſerve the 
Minds of leſs-diſcerning People from being tainted with 
his plauſible Performance, I have in the following Sheets 
compar d the Doctrine laid down in his ſixteen Sermons 
preach'd at the Honourable Mr. Boyle's Lectures, and 
in his Paraphraſes on the four Evangeliſts, with his 
Scripture- Doctrine of the Trinity, and ſhew'd them 


ro 


The PREFACE 1, * ey 
to bs inconſiſtent and contradictory to each other: I have 1 
Alſo here and there, by the By, ſhew'd him to be incon- ĩ __ 
ſtent with himſelf within the compaſs. of that laſt Book, | | 
and have given the Reader a Specimen or two of bis .... 
. riality and Prejudice againſt the Trinity; hoping the | A 
' World will, after this, take him by the beſt Handle, or ? | 
none at all. His own Words, which I refer to, either 
in his Boyle's Lectures or Paraphraſes, &c. are mark'd 
with the Letters a, b, c, d, &c. The Paſſages in his" | . 
| Scripture- Doctrine, which I quote, are mark'd with 1 
+ the ſame Numbers as they ſtand in the Book, fo that the 
KNeader for his ſatisſaction may eaſily turn to em. 
But it may be at d what occaſion there was for my 
meddling with this Piece of his, when tis ſo fully and 
learnedly confuted by great and able Pens already e To 
this I anſwer in the Words of a very eminent * Divine. 
It is uſeful that the ſame Queſtions ſhauld be han- 
dled by ſeveral Perſons, after a different. Method, 
tho” according to the Principles of the ſame Paith, 
that ſo the Explication of Difficulties, and the 
Arguments for the Truth, may come to the Know- 
ledge of every one, either one way or other. They 
have ſhew'd him to be in the wrong as to the Controverſie 
he is engag d in; I have ſhew'd him to be inconſiſtent 
with himſelf ;, and tho mine may not be equal to the 
eſtabliſhing of the Trinity, yet I truſt it may be f 
| ſome ſervice to the overthrowing of thoſe Arguments 
which he has atlvanc'd againſt it: For, who will credit 
that Man who will not ſtand to what he ſays, but gives 
himſelf to play faſt and looſe,and to trip in every Reach ? 
But, after all, Dr. Cl--k has wrote ſome things very 
4 orthodoxly, and ve learnedly, for which the World 18 
oblig d to him; and therefore I am for obſerving the 
» ſame Rule with him as Dr. Jenkins doth with St. Au- 
in, Sejungo ab Errore pietatem; hanc veneror, a 
| 3 + 0 3 AXIOMS. « | 


. on, in dis Canon of the N. Teft, vindic. | ; 
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1 2. The Scriptures are the Word 
of Go'y NN 


, and therefore true. 
3 Bork fat of an Affirmative and Ne- 


— of ſame Thing cannot be true; 


| 7 15 Scriptures do not affirm e 
the ne Thing of the fame Perſon. 
5. The Scriptures affirm the Son to he 


Father therefore, 

6. Where they ſeem to ſpeak him ſubor- 
dae and inferiour to the they muſt 
be underſtood either as relating to his 


. or Humanity. 


conſubſtantial niet ants Go'd with the | 


— * 


5 Sprculum Clarkianum, &c. 


Y/ PF any Man (ſays St. Paul) preath any other 
| 1 pl wito yoti than that A 8 | 


Go 

14 1a be accurſed, Gal. 1. 8. But here is 
- Doctor (of no mean Character in the Church) 
who has lately alarm'd the World, not only 
with atiother Goſpel contrary to that you have 
receiv'd; (and, I hope, to what you will always 
firmly adhere) but alſo contrary to what he 
himſelf has formerly taught you. 


The Unity of God, is an Unity of Nature or- 
Eſſence: — as to the Diverſity of Perſons in 
the ever-bleſſed Trinity; that is, whether not- 
withſtanding the Unity of the Divine Nature, 
there may not co-exiſt with the firſt ſupreme 
Cauſe, ſuch excellent Ethanations from it, as 
may themſelves be really Eternal, Infinite, and 
Perfect by a compleat communication of Divine 
Attributes in an incomprehenſible mannet; al- 
ways excepting Self- origination, Self- exiſtence, 
or abſolute Independency : Of this, Iſay, as 
there is nothing in bare Reaſon, by which it 
can be demonſtrated that there is aQually any 
ſuch thing; ſo neither is there any Argument, 
by which it can be proy'd impoſſible or unrea· 

| B ſonable 


Era: ef the 
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N 
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ſonable to be ſuppos d: and therefore, * ſo far 
as declared and made known to us by clear 
Revelation, it ought to be believ'd. Deman- 
D. D. P- 51. in donn +1516 I 
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* Sy, far as declared and made known, &c. J No more 
than this do we deſire, and if che Dr. would but ſtick to 
this, aſtum efſet de controverſias for the Scriptures plainly 
diſcover to us a Trinity in Unity, and an Unity in Trini- 


ty; as, Geneſ. l. 1. In the beginning God created the Hea- 
ven and the Earth, Sn 


N N12, where the word 
Elokim, God, of the plural Number, ſhews'@ plurality of 


Perſons, and Bara, created, of the fingular, an var Þ. 
an 


_ Godhead. Gen. 1. 26. And Gad ſaid, Let US make 


in0UR Image; where the Verb. of the plural Number 
ſhews à plurality of Perſons; and the word God, of the 


ſingular, an Unity of Eſſence where the Pronoun Our 


of the plural Number ſhews a plurality of Perſons; and 
the words following, Sd God created Man in bis Oun Image, 
where the Pronoun is of the ſingular Number, an Unity of 
Ffſence, Gen. 3.22, And the Lord God ſaid, Be bold the 
Man is become at one of US. Gen t. 7. Let US go 
down, &c. Gen. 18. 1, 2, 3. When Abrabam ſate in ſts 
Tent door in the Plains of Mamre, in the heat of the Da 

tis ſaid the Lord appear'd. unto him, and be 1ift up bis 
Eves and look'd, and Io, three Men ſtooi by Fim; and when 


tr ſaw them, be ran to meet them from Tent-400r, and 


bowed himſelf toward the Ground, and ſaid, My Lord, if nom 
I kave found favour in thy fight, paſs not guy, 1 po thee, 
Here vou ſee Three appear'd, but Abr aks to 
them but as One; nay, the Text itſelf makes them bur 
One, for 'tis ſaid, the LORD appear d, de Gee, in the 
ſingular Number. . 6.8. Alſo 1 beard the Voice of the 


Lord, ſaying, Whom ſnall I ſend ? See the Unity of Efſence z 
And who wil go for US? See the plurality of Perſons. 


Ctap. 6. 3. Holy, holy, holy is the Lord of Hoſts, &c. This is 
call'd_ the EN,“ x; 7 4102) gov Juve, and is interpreted 
by Atbanafins, p. 154, 155. by Epiphanim in Ancoras. I. 26, 
Ambroſe, lib. 2, cap. 4, de Fide, Fulgentiu Lib, de File ad 
Petrum Diaconum, cap. 1, &c. of a Trinity of Perſons in 
the Unity of the Godhead, And, 1 Fob. 5. 7. There are 
Three that bear Record in Heaven, the Father, the Work; and © 
the Holy Ghoſt, and theſe Thifee are One : dy ien, One and 
the ſame Thing; One in Nature, Eſſence, and Power. 
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That wis Supreme, Self existent Cauſe. 5 
and Father of all Things, did before all 


Ages, 
nerate a Divine Perſon, or Emanation, 


from himſelf, ſtiled the Logos, the Word or 


e or Son of God; God of God, in 
whom dwells the Fulneſs and Perfection of 
all Divine Attributes, excepting only that 


of abſolute Independency or Self-origina- 


tion, being the Image of the Inviſchle God 


the Brightneſs of his Father's Glory, and 


the expreſs Image of his Perſon; having 


been in the beginning with God, Partgker 


with him of his Glory before the World 
was; the Upholder of all things by the 


Word of his Power, and himſelf cer alt, 


(by communication of his Father's Glory) 
God, bleſſed for ever: This Doctrine (I ſay) 
tho? not indeed diſcoverable by bare Rea- 
fon; yet, when made known by.Revela- 
tion, appears plainly very conſiſtent with 
right Reaſon, and (tis manifeſt} contains 
nothing that imp] ies any manner of Abſur- 
dity or Contradiction in it. The Evid.of Nat. 
and Rev. Relig. by S. CI -k, D. Pk 26... . 

Now the fame that is ſaid of the Son, 
may in like manner with little variation 
be, very agreeably to right Reaſon, under- 
ſtood concerning the Original Proceſſion of 
the Holy Spirit from the Father. Id. p.-249. 


Mark 13. 32. Jur of that Day and that d 
Hour knows no Man; no, not the Angels which © 
are in Heaven, neither the Sen, hut (he Fa- 


ther. | 


Out cus muſt ſignifie one of theſe two pan r 
things ; either that the Human Nature of br. ci. -* 
2.4 5 ++MJ Chriſt 


* 


in an incomptehenſihle manner, ge- 
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| WW 8 
WB... Christ knew not the preciſe time, or-elſe+ * 
* That he was not commilſſion'd to reveal it. 


The former ſeems the moſt eaſie Explica. 
tion, it being ſaid expteſly in other places 
of Scripture, that Chriſt, 5. e. his Human 
Soul, encreas'd in Wiſdom and Knowledge 
by degrees; as he is alſo ſaid to be exalte 

. in Power, Phil. 2.9. 5 = FP 


e Joh. 1. 1. In the beginning was the Words þ 
A: Word was with God, and the Word s 
Ge” +. | | 


0 erb. With God the Father therefore, the firſt 
—_ ſupreme Cauſe and Original of all things, 


there co-exiſted from all Eternity, in the 
Unity of the ſame Infinite Eſſence, that 
' Divine Perſon, who is ſtiled the Word or 
Wiſdom or Sam of God, being an eternal E- 
P manation from the Father, of the ſame Na- 
ture and Subſtance with himſelf, the 
Brightneſs of his Glory, and the expreſs . 


* 


n Image of his Perſon. 


f vo 2. The ſame was in the beginning with. 
God. | Fs | 
5 This Divine Perſon (1 ſay ),co-exiſted 
with God the Father, not only before his 
appearance upon Earth, but alſd before the 
Creation of the viſible World, even from 
all Eternity. | | 5 


g Ver. 16. And of his Fulneſi have we alh re- < 

ceived, &. boy | 
by, that infinite Fulneſs of Divine 
Perfections which dwelt in him. 
Job. 


*" CF 18 9: » | 
Joh. 3: 32. Aud what he hath ſeen and heard, bh 
that be N * f 1 2 
The things which he teaches, he not only pr e. 
knows certainly and infallibly to be true, 
but alſo underſtandeth them throughly by 
Load” Nis own Divine Know le * coming him - 4 
= KV immediately from God, having in him- 
ſelf the Fulneſs of all Perfections, and re- 
— things according to his own plea : 
ure. „ vo odds thn ao of lat 


en N01 ze: gn! 1 . 
Ver. 34. For he whom od hath ſent, Ke. . 
For, as he came properly from Heaven, ; 

in ſuch a manner a8 n0 Prophet ever did, 7 r 0. 
ſo he alſo ſpeaks the Word of God, in ſach 
a manner, as no other ever did 5 not ha- 
ving ſupernatural Endowments. conferr'd 
upon him in a limited meaſure, as the Pro- 
Phets* had, but poſſeſſing all Knowledge 
and all Fer fections abſolutely in himſelf. 


oh. 5. 23. That all Men ſhould honour the k 
3 homour the Father. r 
All which things plainly ſhew, that it is paraphr. 
the Mind and Will of God the Father, that 
the Son ſhauld be honour'd with the ſame 
Faith and Obedience, which he requires to 


. 


be paid to himſelf... . os WEE men 
NB. This indeed is Dr, Claget's Expolitiogy bot 4 
| 3 it, das made it 
own, . 


Joh. 10. 30. 1 aid my Father are one. l 
105 in Nature, ſo alſo in Power and U 
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Chap. I. Of God vhe Father, 


IF ATT. 19.19: Why calf the we 
Good? There ir none Good, but 
one Perſon] char is God. - 


This Text the Dr. brings 282 that 
the Father is the Oue or Only God, excluſive 
of the Son ; for (ſays he, — to his 
new Divinity) neither can the word God, 


er any other word than that of Perſon, be 


underſtood in this place; but if it proves 
this, it proves alſo that the Son is not ſo 


much as good, and then tis contrary to his 


'Dofirin tamen 3.32 | 
at by Ann * ban 


Mark 12. 29. The firſt of all the Condi 
mandments is; Hear, 0 Ifrael, the Lord 
our God i one Lord. 


This, as excning the Io, is contrary 
to a, b, e, and J. 

Rom. 3. 30. Seeing it 5s Die God 
which, &c.. ; 3 

See his Doctrin at 2, b, end. 


Gal. 3. 20.ñkß. but God is One. 


| * 
By this One the Dr. underſtands One Per- 
in, and ſo ſhuts the Sen out from any ſhare in 
"the Godhead; but this ſence of it is con- 
trary to his Expoſition on Fob. 1. 1. at e, and 
on Joh. 10. 3. at I, and to all his 2d Chap. Ft. 
of the Son, where he brings no leſs than thir- 
teen Texts to prove the Son God; three of 
which, viz. 2 Pet. 1. 1. 1 Joh. 3. 16. & 5. 20. 
he is ſo very inconſiſtent with himſelf, as to 
make ſerve both to prove, that the Father - 
alone is (properly ſpeaking) God; and that 
the Son is God too: As any one may fee, by 
comparing Ne 289, 293 &-410 of the Script. 
Doct r. with Ne 543, 544, & 545 of the ſame. 
Thus dextrous is the Doctor at ringing of 
Changes: b 


Epheſ. iv. 4, 3, 6. There i bn $pi- 10: 
rit, — one Lord, — One God and Fa- 
ther of all, who is above all. 


4 This Text the Doctor manages very ſingn- 

— _ , larly. He brings in his Hyphens, and prints 
One God and Father in different Characters, 
wT7* iSν (I ſuppoſe) thereby to exclude the 
Son and Holy Ghoſt of the Godhead ; but ler 
him look back to c compar'd with b, and to e 
and J, and he'll find himſelf of another mind. 


1 Tim. 1. 17. The only wiſe Gol. | 
If this proves what the Doctor would have 11. 
X it, viz. that the Father is the One or Only God, 
it proves that the Son is not wiſe; which is 
contrary to what he has laid down at b, at e, 
at hand i; and to the Texts he has cited 
Ne 566, 625, & 644. 


4 


1 Tim. 


1-4 Mt 
: 


Ws * . _ 7 — 148 | 
13. 1 Tim. 6. 15, 16. The eſed\ and dh 
Potevtate, = who only hes Immortality. © 
This Text can prove nothing what the 
Doctor deſigns it ſhould, if he allows the Son 
do beVeffed and à Potentare ; which he goth 
under the Letter h, at Ne 539, 615, 620, KR 
14. Jam, tr, 19. Thou belitveft that there i 
dne God, Ct. 97, See a , $21 that 
God 17 one; thou doft well, 9 
I be Doctor would do well tog if he would 
believe that there is bor God, as The Frivs did; 
for they believing in ene Go, Uld not under. 
and thereby one ay ＋ (as the Dr. would 
fin have it here): for 'tis plain, from doſes 
aud the sWritings that they believ d 
a Trinity of Perſont in an Unity of Efjente, tho? 


A 


See his Lectures at b, his Paraphraſe at g 
and i; and As 3. 144 15+, Which he quotes 
. 615, as an Iuſtance of the higheſt Titles 
being aſcrib d tothe Son, where che Article 
7 x'd 23 νν, The Haly-One, — 191 d2500y 07, 
The Prince; &c; I take to be as emphatical as 
vr; and ſo, if one muſt be confin'd to the 
Perſon of the Father by way of ER 
ITY — the 


3 f 
l * 


” 
» 


the other muſt. be confin'd to the Perſon of 


® 


the Son by way of Eminence, and ſo they will : 


neceſſarily deſtroy each cher. Thus Dy. Cl—. 


5302 If oo | 
Mark 3. 35. The Wil of God, [ of my 


FaTHER, Mat. 12.50. ] 


We will grant that the word God in this 
lace ſignifies the Perſon of the Father, as he 
has explain'd it by Alat. 12. 50, yet ho doth 
he argue from this the Supremacy of the Fa- 


ther, (which is his Deſign, as one may ſee 


from the Title of the Seftion;). when he ſays 
upon Fob: 10. 3. that the Sen is one with the 


Father z as in Nature, ſo alſo in Power and 


Will? Which ſee at. | 


Fl 
. 


B Luk. 2. 52. Jeſus encreaſed — 1 Fs. 


vour with GO D and Man. 


Wiſdon, Stature, and Favour ate here &- 
Gori) © Mnyiied]z, Indications of his Huma- 
nity, and are to be underſtood u 4r%ortiiy 
xl, with reſpe& to his Human Soul; as 
he himſelf ſays on Mar. 13. 32. at d; and then 


24. 


28. 


a mighty thing indeed, that the Father ſhould 


be Supreme over the So as Man! but any 
thing to ſerve a Turn! 


F 


Joh. r. 1, 2. The brd was with G06 0D. 


he ſame was in the beginning with Gop. 


This Text in no wiſe proves the Father ſu- 
periour to the Son, (which the Dr. would 
have it) if he will but ſtand to his own Para- 


0 1 85 Joh. 


5 


33» 


— N. 
38. 


41. 


f Aa 


** „r _— 
CF 


A 17 28 10 16.1 
Joh.3 4.17. GoD 45 15 Sor. | 
Joh. 3. 45 He, 0 heb ke nt. 


From the Son's N ng ſent the Dr. would 
infer his Inferiority to the Father; but his 


Paraphraſe on the latter of theſe two Verſes, 


ſpeaks quite the contrary 3 which ſee at 5. 


Joh. 5.18. But ſaid alſo that Go D was 


his Father, making himſelf equal with Go p. 
Tam ſorry to find the Rector of St. James, 


a profeſſed Chriſtian, ſhould have a worſe no- 


tion of this Expreſſion than the Tem had; 


for they certainly thought that Chriſt, by 


ſaying God was his Father, made himſelf his 
Son in ſuch a manner, as render'd himſelf 
equal to God in Nature; but he thinks that 
riſt's calling God bis Father beſpeaks him 
ſubordinate to him; but this is contrary to 
what he has laid down at e, unleſs the 
ſame thing can be inferior to its ſelf: which, 
I believe, he upon ſecond thoughts, will ſcarce 


grant, 


Joh. 8 29. "This i the Work Gon, 
that ge believe on him whom he bath 


ſent. 
See his Paraphraſe, at Letter e. 


Joh. 8. 40. The Truth, which I have 


: heard of GoD. 


From this the Dr. would argue the Son 
ſubordinate to the Father, Wecauſe he ſays 
he heard the Truth, of Gad; but this is incon- 


ſiſtent with his Paraphraſe on * 3. . 
Joh. 


e ſee at h. 


= 
* 44 


10 
„ 


wr unn 
x6 WO NS HASIQ 173 „ N "+: 1 
Joh. 14. 2. I. 19 Faruk, Hoaſe, Kc. 53 


» 


: : 4 


Joh. 16. 28. J came, forth from the Fa- 5. 


* 


4 


ther, Cc. 


G 5255) 51 


Acts 2. 33. ies And having received 6 O. 


of the FATHER, &. 


From the dei, of Filiation expreſs'd in 


theſe Texts, the Dr. would infer the Son's 
Subordination to the Father, ul zi erna, 
with reſpect to his God- head: But tho' the 
firſt Perſon in the Trinity be the Father to 
the ſecond, and therefore a v.aJ4672y ſupe- 
rior; yet as the learned Biſhop Pearſon ob- 
ſerves, al een, in their Nature they are 


both equa}, and neither before or after the 


other. And this the great Dr. himfelf (how- 
ever his Mind is alter'd now) has more than 
once aſlerted ;, as the Reader may ſee, by 
looking back to the Letters a, b, e, and . 


Acts 4. 24, 30. They lift up their Voice to 
Gov, ſaying, Lord, thou art Go p; 


grant that — Wonders may be done by the 


Name of thy Holy Child Jeſus. 


Grapt that] Here is a Conceſſion indeed; 
but ſuch a one, as beats down the Authority 
of the Son, and reduces him into the rank of 
Servants acting under their Lord, as himſelf 
explains it N? 869. The Dr. here acts the 
Socinian's Cauſt under a very artful diſguiſe; 
he patches two Verſes together, and ſeems to 
ſtickle ſo ſtrongly for the Son, that if you 
will but allow him to be able to work Won- 
ders, he'll compound with you for his God- 


C 2 head, 


65. 


| 
| 
ö 
| 
þ 
; 


= head, and reſign that over to the Father: 


For what elſe can any Man think that he in- 
tends by this piece of Patch-work, but to 
make the Father alone God, and allow the Syn 

the Power only of working Miracles under 
him? But, good Doctor, becauſe the Father 
is God, can't the Sen therefore be G But 
I think I need not ask you that Queſtion ; for 
you have told me in ſeveral places, that he is 
God; nay and more, that he is equal God with 
the Father; as at'a, at b, at e and J. And 
therefore, this piece of Patch- work of yours 
muſt fall in pieces. * | 


66, Ads 5. N to lie to the Holy 
Ghoſt, — Thou haſt not lyed unto Men, 
but untoGoD, _ Ps. 

The rankeſt Socinian could not expound: 
this place worſe ; for he has explain'd away 
the Perſonality of the Holy Ghoſt, and made it 
no more than a Power or Operation of the 
Father: But let the Reader compare his Notes 
upon it with what he has ſaid at e, compar d 
with b, and with what he ſays p. 292, $ xxii, 
and he will find him to be of another mind. 


74. Ads 10. 38.—. for Go p nas with him. 


From hence the Doctor infers, that the 
Fat her is Superior to the Son, becauſe he is ſaid 
to aſſiſt him with his Power; but this is con- 
tradicting his Expoſition on Job. 1. 1. where 
he ſays, they were alſo together in the Unity 
of Eſſence; which ſee at e. a6 


a » 1 DAL 21 UGE 3.41 
108, Rom. 8. 3. Go p ſending his Son. 
See his Paraphraſe, under the letter i. 
Rom. 


— 
* p 
* 

* 


4 t % 
9 Rom. 1. 6. Cob ven the Facher Tus. | 
our Lord Feſus Chriſt. 
Zee his Paraphraſe under the letters 84 


Gan 81 Clif, who * Image of 658 f 


1 n 12 eye ef ime a 
come, GOD 47 TTe | 
Ses his Paraphraſe undes? n eee 3 1 


I. 1. Paul 42 Apoſtle of le. l 
Chriſt, by the Will of Go 8 2 | 
By this Text the Doctor would have th | 
World believe, that St. Paul was ons. the, 
an Apoſtle of jeſus Chriſt by the Will of the 
_ Father only; and thay there was no act of jeſus N 
Chriſt's own Will in the appointment, and 
that therefore the Fathey muſt be Superior to | 
the Sen: But moſt certainly he is out in his 
Calculation; for if the Will of Two be nume | 
rically the ſame, then what one wills conſe- 's 
ently the other does: That the Will of the | | 
Father and the Son is numerically the ſame, e | 
have his own Words in his. enn * Fob. a4} 
10. 3, Which ſee at J. 10 é * 


mo pheſ. 6, 6, As the Servants of Chriſt, 198. 
doing he Will of Go Db. 


Vid. ut ſupra. 
See Note above, under 182. 


244. 


$ a brings this Place as a Proof of the Father's 
Supremacy, in an abſolute, which is only true | 


with reſpect to his Theanthropy, or Media- 
tourſhip: for abſtract the Divinity from the 
Humanity of the Son, and there is ſtill but 


23. 


are all thoſe divine Perfections, which the 


270. Heh. 10. 7. Lo, I come we, the Volume | 


292. 1 Joh. 1. 605 # Light, and in hing 


331. 


4 - SM 
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1 Tim. 2. J. av ONE Gov? 
and ON E Mediatour between GOD and — © 
Men, the Man Chriſt Jeſus. © 

How unfairly doth the Doctor act here} he 


in a limited ence; vi. as the Sox is con dend 


One God, tho the Son be God; and this he 
himſelf has aſſerted in his Boyle's Lectures, 
at a; in his Paraphraſe on St. John, ate & UV 


Tit. 1. 2. which Go o, that cannot 
lie, promiſed —= 


If this proves the Supremacy. of the Father, 
it proves that the Son can lie; and then where 


Doctor 5 aſſerted to be in Neue at b, 25 by 
and'sy bine ä 


of the Book 1 is written of: me) to do thy 
way 0 Go. SGH 8 


See hisParaphraſeon oh. 10. 3: at 7. 


is no Darkneſs 4 all, | 
See his Boyle's Lectures, at Ry þ 


Rev. 19. 13. And his Name 5 called, the 
Word of Gov. 


From hence the Doctor 1 Tl Father's 8 


Supremacy over the Sen; but that this Word 
is 


f 21] 

* is of the very ſame Nature and Eſſence with 

the Father and equally God, ſee nf ex- 
mas e 1. 5 125 N 


Mat. 15.31, 115 duelle the God 01220 
Iſrael. 


The Doctor is ſo aareaſorabiathi to confine 
the God of Jracl to the Perſon of the Father 
only when tis certain that that God of iſrael, 
was the ſame with the God of Abraham, 1/aac, 
and Jacob. Now that the Son was their God, 
we ſee him ſo explaining the 31ſt and 224 | 
Verſes of As 7, at Ne 616. 


Matt. 19. 17. Why: calleſt hon | me e 20: 
G OOD 7 2 Cc. nog 
See Note under Ne 1. of this Book. 


Toh. 1 7.3 3. And this is Life eternal, that 355. 
7, might know Thee, the 70 true God, 
and that they might now eſus Chriſt, 
whom thou ha f ſent. 


This, Dr. Whitby obſerves, is but f «mm 
Hasckld 135 obe, in oppoſition to Poly- 
theiim ; and had the Doctor been writing 
againſt the Heathen Idolatry, the Text had 
been proper enough; but to exclude the o- 
ther Perſons *tis of no force at all: for, be- 
ſides that, the ſame learned Commentator 
obſerves that the words are not os wircy 207 
&an):yiy 3:01, but ed 20% u & anfivoy 3899 ; and 
that the Son too is call'd dantrvos 3825 himſelf 
By this Interpretation he has contradicted 

| what he has aid at h, e, and I; which ſee. 


Acts 


| | | | 
p 356. ; Acts 3. 18. 


121 12 
The G © b of Abraham, a 
of Iſaac, and of Jacob, the G o D of our 
athers, has glorified his Son Sus. 

_ How unfair is it from the Humanity of the 
Son, to inipoſe upon the World a disbelief of 
his Divinity] For that Jeſus here is to be un- 
derſtood, as being Man and not God, is plain 
from his o Comments on As 7. 31, 32, at 
Numb, 616, where the Got of Abraham, Iſaac, 
and Jacob was Chriſt. So that unleſs the Dr. 
will allow of two Gods, Chriſt the Son is God, 
and equal with the Father; iy if there is any | 
inequality between them, then they are di- | 
ſtint Beings, and conſequently diſtinct Gods. | 
w—pudet bxc ! ar i 


362. Acts 15. 8. Go p which knoweth the 

Here the Dr. tells you, that to kndw the 

Hearts is a Peculiar of God the Father's; but 

if ſo, let him reconcile this place with his 

Quotations at NA 557 & 565,which he brings 

as Inſtances-of the ligten Per fections and 
Powers being aſeribd to the Sas. 


Rom. 1. 23. The Glory of the Uncor- 
ruptible Gd. Dre 
Wen le here, for ſdoth, is printed in a | 
different CharaQer, to ſhew (as much as poſſi- 
ble) that *tis a Property belonging to Gothe 
Father alone; but if the Son go: exiſts in the Y- 
nity of the ſame Infinite Eſſence with the Fa- 
ther, which he allerts at the letter e, then 1 
can't conceive how Uncorruptible can be any 
more a Property peculiar to the Father, than 


— 


tothe S: Beſides, he himſelf exprely al- 
lows the Sem to be bleſſed for Ever at b; and 


15 7 117 KOH. 


if ſo, chen he is untozruptible - U 2141175 f 


— 


19 
ei 
90 
x 


20 10 Fine ine 114 1181 | | 
mandment of the Everlaſting God. 
re 1 71 GE... N 
Rom. 16. 27. To God only wiſe, Cc. 376. 
ſt} [3-3 19100 7113 OC, * Ie WH % © BILE 
See b, en b, and . 
[Gr. Iaiſoxea wp, Supreme over All. 


© Thele” Texts the Pr. would haye under. 
ſtood of the Perſon of the Farther only, exclu- 


ſive Pf Sen, and ſo make the Son a Subject, 
or Subordinate Rejng But if, theſe E Thats, 
ſpeak the Father the only ſupreme Cod by a 
parity of Argument the ſame Epithets ſhould | 
ed the Sen the only ſupreme G. Nov, 
that the ſame Epithets are given to the Sen, 
ſee his Quotations at N*620 & G1 K. «, qu, 
Beſides; I would fain ask this great 6. 
Man, how the Father can be Supreme qyer all 
excluſive of the Sn, when the Father and the 
Sox are both Dne ; às he himſelf fays in bis 
Paraphraſe on Job. 1. 1. ate. —— 

Col. t. ib Wo [Chriſt] # the Image 384. 
4 the Iny le God, the firſt horn of every. 


red res:> i νανν, E wot ovis 


. 


4 


l > | af ? FLY : | "4 "> \ # os S742 & '% T1 . 
Yi% a It WH 5 414 - 4 Y 4 4 — a 4 
I ſhould 


I ſhould beat/a/lofs  Hleabtoankder all the 
Dr's forced and crude Interpretations: of the 
Scriptures, had not he been ſo kind as to 
have put Anſwers into my Mouth. As here, 


he would have the World believe that this 


Image, which is Chriſt, is inferiour to the 
Perſon it repreſeuts, which is the Inviſible 
God. Now, for a ſatisfaction in this point, 
whether the thing be ſo or no, I refer the 
ae to his n words at bang $a] 115 44 
| 111119194 8 10017 
388. 1 Tim. 1. It. , According t to the gloriow 
Goſpel of the Bleſſed God. | 


Tho', according to learned Expoſitors, by 


the Bleſſed God, be here meant the Second Per- 
ſon in the Trinity ;, yet granting, according to 
the Doctor, that it is to be underſtood of the 
Father, how doth it appear that this Epithet 
Bleſſed is generally, if 
Supreme Eminency, afcrib'd to the Father, 
when he aſcribes the ſame to the Son at v ak 


408. 1 Joh. 2. 20. But ye have” an Undlion 


from the Holy One. 


That this Epithet makes nothing for the 
Dr s Supremacy of the Father over the Son, 
ſe Ne 615, where Cray RAE alſo the 

Holy One. 


411. Jude 4. Denying the only Lord God, 


[7 H Atom Tu Sey, God the only 


N Bahre and our e 
rift, | ” 


1% © , 
| What 


10t always, by way of 


1 112751 

What Artiſice doth the Dr. here uſe to get 
the Son out of the Godhead ! He is become a 
meer Slave to the Arrian Cauſe! Here is 
Rontan; Italian, Giek, Parentheſis, —— and 
all will not do as long as the Dr's Bayle's 
Let ure and raſes are extant, he ſtands 
ſelf-condemn'd. God is the only ſupreme 
SGovernour, true; but then, as this learned 
Ex poſitor ſays on Joh. 1. 1. with Cod the Fa- 
ther, in the Unity of the fame Infinite Eſſence, 
from all Eternity, co-exiſted God the Son; 
and therefore the Supremacy of the Father 
doth not hinder the Supremacy. of the Son, 
but neceſſarily includes it. Beſides (as I have 
faid in my Preface) this Text doth not belong 

to the -Perſon'of the Father, but of the Son. 

07 THANQDIDE ,2qNiTiA. 19V Nute T1 


]jude 25. Tv the Only Wife God, Cc. 412. 


This, as excluding the Sen, is contrary to . | 
. b,e, h, and F3,and 0 Ne 3566, 6255 644. | _ 
diy Script. Doctr. Fond 7 290 Bf f? y 7 | 


Rev. 1. 8. I am Alpha and Omega, the 414. 
Beginning and the End, ſaith the Lord, &c. 


From this Text he labours tooth and nail 
to ſet aſide. the Sn s Diuiniiy, by endeavour- 
ing to prove the Perſon of the Farber alone 

j Omnipotent; in favour of which impious and 
blaſphemous Notion, he produces two Fa- 
thers who never, ſaid any ſuch thing, but 
1 quite the contrary, and, if living, would dif- 
own the Dogma... They indeed ſpeak often 

of One ſupreme God; 4% drnd1223lw 73s . 
94e, but never of One Perſon ſupreme over 
All, excluding the Sen and Holy Spirit. And 
ops Dy: they *® . 


wy , 2 ASA]. 
they often ſpeak of one Jeſus Chiilt, who was 


Ht 


notice of another groſs piece of Infincerity 


fent, but then tis with reſpect to his Media: 


toꝛthip or Humanity; as any one may ſee that 
will give himſelf Time to read over thoſe 


Fathers, and not content himſelf with Scraps 
pick'd out here and there, without regarding 
their Coherence and Connettion, or their Octa⸗ 
lion and Deſign of their ng wzitten: which is 
neither fair nor honeſt. I am ſorry to take 


which, in ſupporting this Notion of his, he's 

guilty of: He brings in Faye at his Mar- 

tyrdom thus addreſſing (himſelf to God, 
Kyers $ 94%; Tlavloxgdrop, &c. — Which Kven he 
will have to be the Perſon of the Father on- 
ly, excluſive of the Son, and ſo would make 
the World believe that Polycarp had as mean 
an Opinion of the Son as himſelf :- But had he 
been 1ngenuous, he would have quoted all the 
Prayer, which ſpeaks quite contrary to what 
he would have it; for at the latter end we 
find theſe words, viz. * Te benedico, Tibs fer- 


dens, qui me dignum his paſſione duxiſti, ut per- 


cipiam partem, coronamq, Martyrs, initium Ca- 
licis, per Jeſum Chriſtum, in Unitate Spiritus 
Sancti — ob hanc rem te benedico in omnibus & 
glorior, per æternum Pont iſicem, Omnipotentem 

eſum Chriſtum: — Amen. But ſtrange ! that 
theſe words, I am Alpha and Omega, &c. ſhould 
prove the Father alone Omnipotent; when the 
ſame words are quoted of the Son, Part 1. 
Cap- 2. $ 3- No 686. So that if they make 


the Father alone Omnipotent, thofe make the 


Son alone Omnipotent; which, proves no- 
Wiz thing 


a _ 4 _—— FI —_ > A. ab A 


* Ada Martyr.p.z zu cted by Dr. Alix, in his An. 


ſwer to Mr. Whiſton's Reply, Þ+ 67, 


* 
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tbing at all, or more than the Dr. would bave 
— Kill! that from cthie ſe or 


„ cC.enatu & molimine meras nig as g 


Rev. 6. 10. Tum long, O Lord, Holy 420 9 
and True, [ Gr. o Aenmms 6 d. » 0 


Gs, O Thou that art the ſupreme 


If we believe Dr. C., theſe words can- 
not be ſpoke Lie &raiptory nu, by way of ex- 
- cluding the Son; and yet the Dr. would have 
them underſtood fo. ' Which way ſhall we 
take him then? Why, the ſafeſt way is, to 
take him where he is orthodox: They muſt 
be underſtood then in oppoſition to Idolatry; 
for, Ad 3. 14. he allows the S to he ſtiled 
16 d, The Holy One. And in his Paraphr. 
on Joh. 1. 1. at e, he aſſerts them to be One in 
Nature and Eſſence; and if they be Ove, &c. | | 
then cannot the Farber be the ſupreme Gover- : 
amour, Holy and True, ſeparate from the | 
+. Lot el to 1871 ©: C4 a 
Rev. II. 13. And gave Glory to the God 42: 
dk Heuven TN 
Fere is no mention made of the Perſon of 


1 the Faller, but oui dn ; how * 


bd 
Fx 


— tas. — —_ 
WT | , N ab 2 * ; 


| As "eluſive; the Sor, \I capnot conceive. . 
3 ſure vo ofthe hm. himſelf, not ny 8 
Paraphr. on 70h. 1. 1. ate, but 2 | 


Rev. Relig: at b, where he ape Bap Ss 7 God © 
over all, bleſſed for ever? And if W of 


, Heaven. 
433. Rev. 16. 11. And os th God 
of Heaven. b U 


See oe, N? 46. 


434. Rev. 16. 14. The Sb DH op God Al; | 
mighty,.&c, 
435+ Rev. 19.7. —— Alelgia, Fx. Lord 
Omnipotent, Ge. | | 
See above, N 414. 


Rev. 21. 6. Iam e and os 


439. 
See . 19 4 11e 


14411 


447. Luke 4 8. Thos 2 nbi teLord 
de thy God, Lad him only. ſbalt thou ſerve. 


If this Text be ſpoke in reference to the 
Perſon of the Fanher only, and not in oppoſi- 
tion to thoſe Which by Nature are not God 
(as is the Opinion of all the Learned, that it. ed | 
in vain do we cry out againſt the Church of I 
Rome for Idolatry. But in this Loꝛd God is 
included the Son; as the Dr. fays in his Para- 
phraſe on Joh, 1. I. at e: And therefore this 

Text BR nothing what he would have it. : 


Adds : 


| 4 — R 


1 51 


Adds 4. 24; 30. They lit wp 7 5 Pojee 457. 
eng Lord, 45 art God; 


| Nan that — Wonders may be done by the 


ame of thy d e, N 
See above, N65. 50 * 


Gal. 1. 5. To whom be Glory for ever 472. 


and ever, Amen. 


This Doxology the Dr. would have paid to 
the Father only; thereby depriving the Son of 
the Glory which, he ſays himſelf, in his Nur. 
and Rev. Rel. at b, he was Partaker. of before 
the World was. 


» Phil. 2. 11. And that every Tongue ſbould 486. 
confeſs that Jefas Chriſt is Lord, 170 hs 
glory of God the Father. 


This the Dr. brings to prove the Son ** 
riour to the Father; but let us compare this 
with his other Quotations, and we ſhall ſee it 
proves no ſuch thing: For N. 9. he (as he 
rightly quotes) ſays,— hur God is one; which 
one God, at N. 447, is ſtiled Lord, and at 457. 
Now if this one God (according to the Dr.) be 
mention'd with the Appellation Lord, and 
Lord be an uncommunicable term, (as & he « Sce 
would have it) then, when Lord is apply d to N. 2. 
the San, as here, he muſt be that one Cod. So, 
that this Text is not to be underſtood exclu- 
ſive of the Sony but quite the contrary; in as 


much as tis for the Glory of the Father, that 


he be acknowledg'din the Godhead of his Son. 


i Theſ. 3. 3.1 A Now God himſelf and our 453. 
Father, and our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, direct 
our way unto you, This 


(ap 


RR 
- This diſtinction of Perſons doth not -infer 
a a diſtinckion of the God head, but rather quite 
the contrary; for the Apoſtte i is here-Wiſhing 
that God may aſſiſt and direct him ſafely 19 
= the Theſſaloni ans: He firſt applys toGonyarid 
|  . thendeliresjthegnidunca ol bockivherAiuſaa 7 
2. 248 of the Father and Fo the Son in that God head. 
5 And this the Pr. has been forc'd to own, - 
when he has ſaid, that the Unity of God is an 
os of Nature er Bfſence, G. . See 4. 1 2704 


8 20. 1 Tim. 2. f. For there js, one HOU 1 
4 one Mediator, & 


The Unity of the Godhead doth not ex- 
clude a diverſity of Perſons; neither doth . 1 
ſtinckion of Offices" break the: Unity of the 
Godhead ; and if the Dr. means (for by this 
Text he would argue a Superiority on the Fa- 
ther's ſide ) that the Father is ſuperiour to the 
Son, conſi der'd under the relation of a Aedia-' 


Lg 


without any of thoſe . which he bears 
to us, 'tĩs abſblutely falſe, and contradictory 
to his Doctrine at =, nn ee e rl ate 
which ee. £ 1 10] *. 


92. 1 Tims: gi . Trafeth Cod, . rare 


And in truſting in Cod, truſteth in Zuber, 
Son, and Holy, G Get: or elſe that Unity of 
Eſlence-is Ee en Of . Fay e 


. ted at a aud e. TY 
9 wn 7; 
93. 1 Tim. 6, 155 he Buſes zone, ; 
Potentate. \ 4 Her 2 57 


N. 13% 
8 : Jude” 


- " Wo 79 . DO"; » LA . 


N » * — C. 
= , * * 2 
K. * . a 


N A 

"Fade 25. * wet. wiſe God 4 1 . 820. 1 
be Ker 1 3 
See NC . 4 


Rev. 4.8. hon holy, hol, Lord God gar: 
Almiglity; whith mus, and is, and is to come. 


This Doxology is taken out of 7/a.6. 3. and 
denotes, the whole Trinity of Perfons in an 
Unity of Eſſence; as 1 have fhew'd in my 
Note under a, p. 2. Almighty then cannot 
refer to God, conſider'd as one Perſon, vis. 
the Father ; but conſider'd under a complex 
Notion, viz. of a Trinity in Unity, explain d 


by the Doxology Holy, holy, holy, — imme- 


diately going before it, And this muſt be 
the ſence of it; if the Dr. will ſtand to what ; 
he nene; which ſe. : 


Rev. 15. 3. —Lord 200 RT > — 5 27. 
Set N* 414 


Rev. 22. 9. See mr do it its — wor- 53 32. 
ſhbip od. | 
A body would think this learned Dr. was 8 
writing againſt Praying to Saints and Angels, | 
and not agaiuſt the Trinity; for Iam ſure the 
Words ſeem rather directed againſt chat than 
this. The Angel here charges John not to wor- 
ſhip him, but God; but how the Dr. comes tp 
underſtand the Ang es Mind ſo far, as 
know that he meant dy Go p only the Perſon 
of the Father, to me is a Myſtery 3 and lam 
ſure [as far as any moral Certainty will go] 
that the Angel Lwhich knew the Will of the 
Father] did not mean, that John ſhould wor- n 
ihip Him excluſive of the Som and Holy Ghoſt : py 
AW the Dr. thinks he did, he * 
E is 


0 - 2 
* * 
* % 
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; 
= * his paraphrafe on Joh, 1. 1. where he has laid 
4 8 | down ſuch an Oe betwixt the Father and 
34 | | Son, as tis impoſlible to ge one without 
* the other: and on Joh. 5 ere he ſays, 


i _ *tis the Will of the Farber, that the Son ſhould 
; haye the ſame Honour paid him with himſelf. 


| 
| 


1 


|. 3 can U. Of the Son Ide. 


N N ai ie 
= 533. t 1 Way" __ 
534. Luk.1.16:—to the Lord their God. 
E . | 537. Joh. 20. 28. Aud Thomas anſwered and, 

+ Wo ſald unto him, My Lord and my God. 
539. Rom, 9. 5. Whos over all, God bleſſed 
for ever, Amen. 
540. 1 Tim. 3. 16, God 1.45 manife ed in the 
boy: 542. Hobs x 8. — Ty. Nirone, O God, is * 

e — eve. 

+ * Now compare all theſe places with p. 6, 7. 
Script. Dact. NY 9, 10, 11, 12,14, 15. and you 
will ſee that thoſe places were not meant ex- 
cluſive of the Son, as the Dr. would have em. 
For if there be but one God, as moſt certain- 
ly there is, I would fain ask the Dr. how he 
can reconcile theſe places together; unleſs the 
Son be God in the Unity of the ſame Eſſence 
with the Fat her: as he ſays he is at e. 


Joh. 1. 1,—- aud the Word was God. Y 


The Dr's Expoſition on this is; That the 
IWord is a Perſon deriving from the Father 
both his Being itſelf, and incomprehenſible 1 


Power and Knowledge, ad other Divine At- 
tributes |} 


= 


E 
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tilbutes and Authority, &c. which is directly 
contrary to his Paraphra ſe on Job. 3. 32. at h), 


and on ver. 34 Ut .. 
; . Ir x 54 4 W* [1% 3. 


bit mE 963 3 C 3+ 26) $2 411 h x11) MY 
2 Joh. 10. 30. 1 and my Father 50 NE. 594. 
The Dr. endeavours to molliſie this Text 
by a cooling Comment; and tells you, that the 
meaning is only that, ſince none can pluck 
them out of the Father's hands, and the Father 
has communicated his Power to the Sox, there- 
fore none can 3 them out of the Son's 
hands: So that being in the Father's hands, or 
being in the Sons hands, is one and the ſame 
thing. A body would really think that the 
Dr. was not ene and the ſame Man with him- 
ſelf; for this is a groſs abuſe of the Text, aud 
his Paraphraſe upon it is moſt juſt, ſound, 
and orthodox; which ſee at . 


Joh. 5. 23: That al Men ſhould honour 689. 
the Son, even as they honour the Father. 
Even here denotes the quantity and equa- 


lity of Worſhip, and doth not fignifie Az 20 


which is a moſt groſs Contradiction to that 
Sence of it he has given atk. l 

In this Section the learned Dr. rallies up all 
his Forces to prove the Son ſubordiuate to the 
Father; but is fo unlucky as to pick out only 
ſdch Texts as ſpeak the 8 inferiour to the 
Father, with reſpe& either to his Manhood or 
Mediatorſhip; and which he has happen'd to 
anſwer almoſt totidem verbs himſelf: and ac- 
cordiogly he begins with 

US Mat, 


** 


o ? 1 . 


& I 


\ => 4. — . y N f. 1 *. * = * = — 4 f 
* 2 ON 1 * 4 Ps - % 
< * | == * 4 * - ke o 
> 4 * I 9 
F* +, 8 ? | : Þ 
| LY N ' | 
— * ” — = \ — 
a 7 FT - fl | * | bv : * . . " . 
. * * .” : | 
. > ©» 8 


of u FATHER wont” | 


From this place he makes the Sen inferiour 
to the Father, becauſe he ſpeaks of acting in 
conformity to his WI IT: But I always 

thought, according to the poor notion I ever 
5 e had of Met that from an Unity of 
* Nature and Eſſence there muſt of neceſlity a- 
riſe an Unity of Will; ſo that if the Father 
q | and Sen be one in Nature and Eflence, they 


. | mamuſt in courſe conſpire together inafameneſs * 
Fr of Will. That they are one in Nature and 
1 Eſſence, the Dr. has expreſly taught in his Pa- 
| raphraſe on Foh. 1. 1. at e: Beſides, he ſays 


3 on. Job. 10. 30. that they are one in Will; and 
1 therefore the Father's Will muſt be the Sens 
Will, & vice ver, So this proves nothing. 
757. Mat. 10. 40. He that receiveth Me, re- 

_ ceiveth him that ſent Me. 
From the Sez's being ſent, the Dr. would 
infer his ſubordination to the Father; but 
his Paraphraſe on Joh. 3. 34. ſpeaks quite ano- 
ther thing; Which ſee at .. 


773. Mark 13. 32. But of that Day and Howr 
| 5 knoweth no Man; no, not the Angels which are 
| I Heaven, neither che Son, bat the Father. 
| | Theſe words carrying ſomething of Obſcu- 
| . rity in em, the Dr. has illuſtrated them with 
1% two Comments; the one out of Jrenæus, the - 
r other out of Baſil : Than the firſt of which, 
| he ſays, there can be no better; (I preſume 
| 


/ bedcauſe it ſeems (and only ſeems) to favour 
his Notion) and the latter, he ſays, is remar- 
—  kable: and (in my opinion) better than * 
- or 


- r 


. 


| Lett AM w O W ͤ 
. * 


in w,1 Wo WY 


of +: + he. 

former. 1 em both, and what 
comes neareſt the Sence of em, is bis own 

| Comment; > Which utterly deſtroys the Pur- | 


1 0 his Text, that was to prove the 
* den  inferionr te tothe Father, See his words at 4. 


Tu. 4. 18. eee 06 en. Rec, 796. 
— 47» For therefore am I ſent, © 777. 


Luk. to. 16. He that TOY 14 de- 778. 
bi him that ſent Me. 


For. all theſe, Fe Ins Paraphraſe on 22 
3+ 34> 
* 3. 32. Aud what he hath ſeen and 782. 

+ heard, haz be effet. 


The Dr. has very fairly —4 book d him- 
ſelf into a mortifying Dilemma; that either his 
Paraphraſe upon theſe words muſt be falſe, 
(which ſee at h) or elſe the words themſelves 

prove nothing what he would have” em. 


4.34. My Meat aun, the Will g 
1245 1 me, and to finiſh his Work. 77855 
Joh. 5:19. Ihe Son can dos nothing of 786. 
| himſelf, Cc. 
—— 30. 1 can.of mine own ſelf do no- 790. 
| thing: 4s 7 hear, T judge, &c. 
This is all very true; the San can do, e 
will nothing of himſelf, 5. e. ſeparately from 
the Father; becauſe they being One in Nature 


and Eſſence, as he ſays at e, and in Mill, as at /, 
cvery At4en, Volition, and Judgment of the Sor 


| mult be jointly the Alien, / olstion, and Fudg- 


ment of the Father: And therefore, according 
| to 


Joh. 3. 17. God ſent his ai 


. 
” 


931. Eph. 444/446: Th + Ge Ss 


* 8 9 9 þ 4. * * 
re 
* 


to o himſelf, theſe Texts e 30 not prove the 
Sons nferiority to the Father. | 


817. Joh. 10. 29. My Father, which gave them | 
me, is greater than All. 4 
Bnt not greater than himſelf 1 because as 


God, he js the ſame and One with 5a See 
and J. 


Joh. 17. 5. * now, O Father, loriſie 


75 thou me e own ſelf with the e Glory 
which I had with Thee before the World was, 


The Dr. is ſo unreaſonable as to deny the 
Son that Glory which he has had from all E- 
ternity with the Father; and which he himfelf 


pays him in his Paraphraſe, at l. 


One Lord, — One God and Father 
all, who is above all. 


Who can any longer doubt but that the 
Dr's Deſign is in oppoſition to the Athanaſian 
Creed, to ſet up T 5 diſt inct Beings for ſo 

many Gods; two of which, the Spirit and the 
Lord, he would have to be ſubordinate ones, 
and the Farhey to be ſupreme. But fair and 
ſoftly,” He ſays at b, that the Son is God over 
All Bleſſed for ever; how then i is the Father a- 
bove all, excluſive of the Sen? And, how is 
the Spirit inferiour to either, when the Holy 
Scriptures, in a place he has quoted, N. 1126, 
ſtile him God? And laſtly, How can they be 
three diſtinct Eſſences; when he ſays at 2, 
that the different Perſons in the Trinity co- 
exiſt in an Unity * Nature or Eſſence ? But 

* 
§6. 


* 
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"The Texts of Sat q noted throughout 
+ this Section, are to prove the Hol „ Spirix ſub- 

ordinate to the Father; which nag manages af- 
ter the ſame unfair manner, as he doth thoſe. 
he uſes to prove the Inferiority of the Sn; 
and, as he conſtrues them, are inconſiſtent 
with his Doctrine at a and c. | 


Page zog, $32. + 
The word, God, in Scripture, no where 
ſignifies the Perſon of the Holy Gho#t, © 
This the Dr. affirms with as little Conſide- 
ration as Truth; for, at Ne 1126. he quotes 
a place where he is ſtiled God. 


Page 304, $ 33: 

The word Goa, in diene never 
ſignifies. a com plex Notion of more Per- 
fons than One. | 
See Gen, i. quoted p. 3. of the Preface. | 


Page 322, I 36. 

The So x — in this whole Diſpen- 
ſation, in the Creation and Redemption 
of the World, acts in all things accord- 
ing to the Will, and by the Miſſion or 
Authority of the Faber. ö 

This is a ſort of Recapitulation from tne 
whole, and ſnews what the Dr. drives at: 

But for this ſee above, N. 90. Mr nun 


en N 42,8 Tu fans 
pon eATrou ah ſalmtely eme 
Honour is due to the EAA of the Father 


ſingly, che. 


This 
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This Aſſertion is botlifalſe and inconſiſtenk 
way his Paraphraſe on Job. 5. 23'; which ſee © 
At K. k E 1 > i. 
And now, Ithink, we have had enough of 
this great Dr s Contradictions. His treatment © 
of the Liturgy (which is very abominable ) 
I ſhall leave to abler and better Pens; a 
conclude all with that Advice to him, Which 
he gives to the learned Mr. Dodwel. 

And now, Sir, I cannot but eargeſtly re- 

commend it again to your moſt ſerious Con- 
ſideration: whether the New and Inconſide- 
rate Notions which you have advanc'd ; and 
(the Arguments I will not ſay, becaufe I think 
you have not offer'd any of any real force; 
but) the Pretences of Scripture and Authori- 
ty, which you have put intg the Hands of 
Sceptical and Prophane Met, łò confirm them 
in their Prejudices againſt the Belief of a 
Trinity in Unity, and an Unity in Trinity, are 
not likely to be of great diſſervice to Religion. 
And, whether you ought not (as all good Men 
are ofopinion that you ought)to think of fome 
Means of makihSatisfaction to the Church, 
to which yon Mre given fo great Offence ; 


and of preventing the Effect of that Encouragr- 
ment, Which your Notions in this Matter have 


